Dear Dave, Donating Thomas 10/10/91 

When j . sent you the first of the Thomas stories and a memo on them it was as com- 
mentary as what I'd been saying about the major media as an arm of the administration and 
uncritical supporter of its policies, including the most dubious and dangerous. 

I did not then expect it to blow into what it has, probably in part because of the 
utter insensitivity of so many senators, that coinciding with a major assauljf on the woman 
law professor. 

<-4nd soon there appeared to be much, much wrong, with the potential of the whole 
thing blowing up. The optimxst in me sees or at least hopes for another potential, of 
even the traditional Republicans getting more than they are willing to tolerate of the 
administration effort to perpetuate the most extreme of the right, especially on the Gourt. 

So, although I did not say so, I thought that if you were to keep these clippings 
they might have some value in the future. What the Times carries can be retrieved through 
its index. 

Two of the things I thought were quite wrong from the earlier stories is that Biden 
and others were saying that it would have been wrong to look into this because Hill asked 
that her privacy be preserved and that in investigating Thomas at least twice were major 
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investigations were called for the FBI did not include any such allegations. 

The Senate could have preserved Hill's privacy by questioning her in executive ses- 
sion. all if now knows is what she volunteered. It really should have made some reasonable 
effort because it is so unlikely that any man would have limited himself to only one woman 
with the kind of approach he made and because he did as I recall recommend sex with animals. 
It should have wanted to know, not that there was any reason to presume she knew, whether 
she knew of other such advances. 

A normal FBI investigation for run-of-the-mill investigations is to interview fellow 
workeC^or these investigations the FBI does not need any special authority and it is 
generally assumed that it does question fellow workers. It and State did with me, for ex- 
ample and there wa s no prospect of my sitting on that u ourt or hold any high position. 
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So to begin with there should have been what all politicians fear, severe criticism 
of the FBI for making aj^obvious whitewashing investigation. If that word can be used! 

Bearing on this is some tiling I highlighted on the oped page of today's post, most of 
which is devoted to defending Thomas. It turns out that when Senate staffers first spoke 
to Sill they asked her at out rumors of sexual harassment by Thomas. You'll perhaps remem|r 
that I suggested in a memo the 3mall probability that this was his one such effort. So, be- 
fore the staffers spoke to her they had reason to ask about this. Which makes the FBI's 
failing glare more, especially because she twice was a Thomas assistant, not just a clerk 
under him. 


There is another aspect almost never talked about - the repord of the Congress in 
sexual harassment o I can remember, working late one night, seeing an elderly Congressman 
literally ehasing a young woman down a corridor. A fair amount has become public over the 
years because incidents made them public. It was common knowledge when I worked on the Hill 
and I have no reason to believe there has been any change since. So, many of the Members 
know tha+ but for the grace of God, the^go they. 

4s of now, the day MsMit before Thomas and Hill and two who support her tesify - on 
live TV, certainly - there remains the possibility that other women will be willing to 
brave unpleasant publicity £hat some may think can lead to investigations of their private 
lives. If hy any chance something like this happen, it will be a real scandal now that 
Bush and all his supporters have been so vigorous in defending him gnd attacking her. 

This is already a bad situation for traditional Republicans who run for office be- 
cause, among other things, extremist reaction has made it into a legitimate feminist 
issue and because it has them espousing what most in their districts oppose, the women 
and the men of both parties who resent the overloading of all institutions with the nost 
extreme of the reactionaries. (The more such people have influence, the greater the like- 
lihood that their kind can mount successful challenges against traditional Republicans.) 

It also is not good for the traditionalists in the party not in public office when they 
see their party being taken over by extremists and when people so very far from the best 
available are placed in high positions by the more extreme elements who now control the 
administration and the party. 

Even the Bush and ^ununu mentalities may come to understand that they have already 
gone too far and have been and will again be hurt by this elevation of the most radical, 
who in every case are much less suitable than traditional Republicans for the offices 
involved. 

Of course the many striving for a more authoritarian society may not be discouraged 
by the considerable reaction to this mess Bush has made, particularly because it is for 
a lifetime appointment where they want it most, on the Court. 

But it should be obvious to others than the party and its candidates have been seve- 
rely damaged in the coming election. They will have the problem the Democrats have, of 
1 Bome of ' their traditional support just not giving a damn and not voting, too. 

according to an early-morning radio report the Th omas side will produce to testify 
a number of women who worked with him and who will say he never bothered them. T'hi s will 
be like when rape is charged all tfiljf&nen in an office testify that they were not raped. 

Of course disproof is virtually impossible but this kind of / "proof" lacks credibility. 

I think it will be qyite interesting!. 



